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Dear Sir: 

Applicants have filed a Request for Continued Examination in order to ensure entry of the 
amendment submitted with the Response to final rejection, which Response was submitted 
electronically on 5 August 2008. In an Advisory Action subsequent to this Response, the Office 
states that the specification does not support claims for the application of the furin inhibitor 
"directly" to the site of the wound. However, applicants believe this is in error for the following 
reasons: 
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First, claim 1 of the PCX publication which forms the specification for the present case 
requires that a convertase inhibitor (narrowed in claim 2 to a fiirin inhibitor) is "topically applied to 
the site of a wound." Applicants believe this is the same as applying the inhibitor directly to the site 
of the wound. In addition, the second full paragraph on page 12 states that the medicament is 
applied to the site where a wound may be formed, again implying direct application. In addition, 
the bridging paragraph between page 11 and 12 states that disadvantages applicable to topical 
application of convertase inhibitors are not applicable in the invention method because in this case, 
"the effect of the inhibitors is directed to the region of the wound." The previous paragraph on page 
1 1 further clarifies that the application is so as to produce "localized" inhibition of convertase 
activity. 

In view of these locations for support, applicants believe that the claim language is indeed 
supported by the specification as filed. Accordingly, the proposed amendment does not constitute 
new matter. 
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In the unlikely event that the transmittal letter is separated from this document and the Patent 
Office determines that an extension and/or other relief is required, applicants petition for any 
required relief including extensions of time and authorize the Commissioner to charge the cost of 
such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to Deposit 
Account No. 03-1952 referencing docket No. 255352001800 . 

Respectfully submitted. 

Dated: September 17, 2008 By: / Kate H. Murashige / 

Kate H. Murashige 

Registration No.: 29,959 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
12531 High Bluff Drive, Suite 100 
San Diego, California 92130-2040 
Telephone: (858) 720-5112 
Facsimile: (858) 720-5125 
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